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called the moral sense. It is believed by many that
man possesses a special faculty by which he can
unerringly distinguish right from wrong. This, of
course, represents a crude stage of philosophy, in
which observation plays no part. But some very
respectable philosophers have maintained that there
is an abstract right and wrong which may be known
and upon which a science of pure ethics can be based.
Not to speak of Kant's rather obscure statement of
this doctrine, it is worth noting that Herbert Spencer
set out from this point of view and defended it in his
Social Statics, but in his later works repudiated it as
not sustained by the great body of facts that he had
gleaned from the history of all races.

Paley maintained that the power to distinguish
good from evil grew out of the expectation of reward
and punishment, and Darwin has shown that the
moral sense as thus defined certainly belongs to some
of the higher animals. In most civilized men the
" categorical imperative " is so strong that it is no
wonder that it should be regarded as a special endow-
ment of human nature; but every one knows in his
own experience with the world that there are many
fully civilized men who lack the ethical sense on
certain subjects, even though it may be fully devel-
oped as regards all others. Who, for example, does
not know certain persons who make it a principle of
life never to surrender money until compelled, what-
ever may be the obligation to do so ? The saying
that "if you wish to make an enemy of a friend,